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OFFICE ACTION SUMMARY 

5^ Responsive to confimiinication(s) filed on /O/lZ/^f^ . 

□ This action Is RNAL. 

□ .Sincethls application Is In condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, pro8ecutlort^to:tKfiS^^ 
acoordancewrththe practiceunder BrparteOuay/e, 1935 D.C. 11;453 0.G. 213. 
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A Shortened statutory penod for response to this actipn is set to expire % . -maBthf^ ^thirty days/ 

- whichever te longw. from the Failure to respond within the period for response will bause * 

, ttie^icaJion to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 



--Dl8p<MlUoh<rf Claims /I 

: ; Oaimfe) ^^ •V:/:^^3 
>. ;rf^vQf the above. claim(s) >^_^, 
f □^Clalmfey -v>^ r 

: □ ;Qairn(s) . ' 'v^^ - /' 
^ II3-'<^m(8X^ 



" ■ is/are pei^irig in ttie applicaticMi 



Application Papers 



;are sut)ject to retstrictiori ^r electjbn requirerrient: 



□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 



□ The proposed drawing conection, filed on • ■ ■ 

□ The spiscificaKon is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is otjjected to by the Examiner. 



_is/are objected to by the Examiner. >^ . ' ^ . . 



Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

. ; ? ^^ v-v 1 '-^ ^"owl^^lg^^ht is made of a daim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. §119(aHd^ 

J'^'sfiM^^i^ ' ' ] ^ □ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have beeri 



D received. 

□ received In Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
•Certified copies not received: 



□ Acknowledgment is made of a daim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
Attachmem(s) 

□ Notice of Reference Cited, PTO-892 

□ Intomnation Oisdosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Intenriew Summary, PTO-41 3 

□ Notice of Draftperson's Patent Drawing Review. PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application. PTO-1 52 



PTOL-326 (Rev. aW) 



"SEE OFRCE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES- 
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Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. § 121 : 
1. Claims 1 and 4, drawn to a method for treating various viral diseases with pencyclovir 
compositions. 

IL Claims 3 and 8, drawn to various pencyclovir antiviral compositions. 

III. Claims 5-7 and 9, drawn to various pencyclovir bioprecurser compounds. 

The above delineated inventions differ as distinct antiviral methods, compositions, and 
compounds. The grouped inventions are patentably distinct, a reference which would anticipate, 
or make obvious, any invention from groups I-III would not necessarily obviate, or anticipate, the 
inventions in any other group. The searches are not co-inclusive as indicated by the diverse , 
nature of the subject matter, thus, would represent an undue burden on Examiner. One skilled in 
the art would readily practice the invention of one of the above groups with out infringing and or 
practicing the invention of another group. The subject matter is unique and has acquired a 
separate status in the art and is fiiUy capable of supporting separate patents. For the foregoing 
reasons restriction is proper for examination purposes. 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably distinct, 
applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to 
be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the 
examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission 
may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103 of the other invention. 
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Art Unit: 



Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of the claims to a non-elected invention, 
the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 C.F.R. 1.48 (b) if one or more of the 
currently named inventors is no longer an inventor if at least one claim remaining in the 
application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by a diligently filed petition 
under 37 CF.R. 1.48 (b) and by the fee required under 37 C.F.R. 1.17 (h). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the inventions are not patentably distinct, 
applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to 
be obvious variations or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if 
Examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence may be used in 
a rejection under 35 USC 103 of the other invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Russell Travers at 
telephone number (703) 308-4603. 




Russell Travers 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1205 



